Vladimir Jabotinsky quotes regarding Palestine 
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‘Let us consider for a moment the point of view of those to 


whom this seems immoral. We shall trace the root of the evil to 
this - that we are seeking to colonise a country against the 
wishes of its population, in other words, by force. Everything 
else that is undesirable grows out of this root with axiomatic 


inevitability. What then is to be done? (1923)” 


A voluntary reconciliation with the Arabs is out of the question 
either now or in the future. If you wish to colonize a land in 
which people are already living, you must provide a garrison 
for the land, or find some rich man or benefactor who will 
provide a garrison on your behalf. Or else-or else, give up your 
colonization, for without an armed force which will render 
physically impossible any attempt to destroy or prevent this 
colonization, colonization is impossible, not difficult, not 
dangerous, but IMPOSSIBLE!... Zionism is a colonization 
adventure and therefore it stands or falls by the question of 
‘armed force. It is important... to speak Hebrew, but, 
unfortunately, it is even more important to be able to shoot - 
or else I am through with playing at colonizing.” ( The Iron 


Wall, 1923) 


‘All sorts of catchwords are used against Zionism; people 
invoke Democracy, majority rule national self-determination. 
‘Which means, that the Arabs being at present the majority in 
Palestine, have the right of self-determination, and may 
therefore insist that Palestine must remain an Arab country. 


‘Democracy and self-determination are sacred principles, but 


sacred principles like the Name of the Lord must not be used 
in vain -to bolster up a swindle, to conceal injustice. The 
principle of self-determination does not mean that if someone 
has seized a stretch of land it must remain in his possession 
for all time, and that he who was forcibly ejected from his land 
must always remain homeless. Self-determination means 
revision - such a revision of the distribution of the earth 


among the nations that those nations who have too much 


should have to give up some of it to those nations who have 
not enough or who have none, so that all should have some 
place on which to exercise their right of self-determination. 
‘And now when the whole of the civilised world has recognised 
that Jews have a right to return to Palestine, which means that 
the Jews are, in principle, also citizens and inhabitants of 
Palestine, only they were driven out, and their return must be 


‘a lengthy process, it is wrong to contend that meanwhile the 


local population has the right to refuse to allow them to come 
back and to that Democracy. The Democracy of Palestine 
consists of two national groups, the local group and these who 


were driven out, and the second group is the larger. 


But it is quite another question whether it is always possible to 
realise a peaceful aim by peaceful means. For the answer to 
this question does not depend on our attitude to the Arabs; but 


entirely on the attitude of the Arabs to us and to Zionism. 
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But that does not mean that the Arab people of Palestine as a 
whole will sell that fervent patriotism that they guard so 
jealously, and which even the Papuans will never sell. Every 


native population in the world resists colonists as long as it 


has the slightest hope of being able to rid itself of the danger 
of being colonised. That is what the Arabs in Palestine are 
doing, and what they will persist in doing as long as there 
remains a solitary spark of hope that they will be able to 


prevent the transformation of Palestine into the Land of Israel. 
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Colonization carries its own explanation, the only possible 
explanation, unalterable and as clear as daylight to every 
ordinary Jew and every ordinary Arab. Colonization can have 
only one aim, and Palestine Arabs cannot accept this aim. It 
lies in the very nature of things, and in this particular regard 


nature cannot be changed. 


Every native population, civilised or not, regards its lands as 
its national home, of which it is the sole master, and it wants 
to retain that mastery always; it will refuse to admit not only 


new masters but, even new partners or collaborators. 


From the Jewish point of view, morality has a particularly 
interesting appearance. It is said that we Jews number 15 
million people scattered throughout the world. Half of them 
are now literally homeless, poor, hunted wretches. The 
number of Arabs totals 38 million. They inhabit Morocco, 
Algeria, Tunis, Tripoli, Egypt, Syria, Arabia and Iraq - an area 
that apart from desert equals the size of half Europe. There 
are in this vast area 16 Arabs to the square mile. It is 
instructive to recall by way of comparison that Sicily has 352 
and England 669 inhabitants to the square mile. It is still more 
instructive to recall that Palestine constitutes about one two 


hundredth part of this area. 


Has any People ever been seen to give up their territory of 
their own free will? In the same way, the Arabs of Palestine 
will not renounce their sovereignty without violence. - 
Vladimir - (the founder and advocate of the Zionist terrorist 
organizations), Quoted by Maxime Rodinson in Peuple Juif ou 


Problem Juif. (Jewish People or Jewish Problem): 


‘Hitler—as odious as he is to us—has given this idea [ethnic 


cleansing] a good name in the world. 


I devote my life to the rebirth of the Jewish State, with a 


Jewish majority, on both sides of the Jordan. 


In the second place, this does not mean that there cannot be 
‘any agreement with the Palestine Arabs. What is impossible is 
a voluntary agreement. As long as the Arabs feel that there is 
the least hope of getting rid of us, they will refuse to give up 
this hope in return for either kind words or for bread and 
butter, because they are not a rabble, but a living people. And 
when a living people yields in matters of such a vital character 
itis only when there is no longer any hope of getting rid of us, 


because they can make no breach in the iron wall. 
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My readers have a general idea of the history of colonization in 
other countries. I suggest that they consider all the precedents 
with which they are acquainted, and see whether there is one 
solitary instance of any colonization being carried on with the 
consent of the native population. There is no such precedent. 
The native populations, civilised or uncivilised, have always 
stubbornly resisted the colonists, irrespective of whether they 


were civilised or savage. And it made no difference whatever 


whether the colonists behaved decently or not. 


‘Some of us have induced ourselves to believe that all the 
trouble is due to misunderstanding - the Arabs have not 
understood us, and that is the only reason why they resist us 
;if we can only make it clear to them how moderate our 
intentions really are, they will immediately extend to us their 
hand in friendship. This belief is utterly unfounded and it has 


been exploded again and again. 
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That is our Arab policy; not what we should be, but what it 
actually is, whether we admit it or not. What need, otherwise, 
of the Balfour Declaration? Or of the Mandate? Their value to 
us is that outside Power has undertaken to create in the 
country such conditions of administration and security that if 
the native population should desire to hinder our work, they 


will find it impossible. 


The Arab is culturally backward ... his instinctive patriotism ... 


cannot be bought, it can only be curbed [by] major force. 


The simplest way out would be to look for a different country 
ito colonise. Like Uganda. But if we look more closely into the 
matter we shall find that the same evil exists there, too. 
Uganda also has a native population, which consciously or 
unconsciously as in every other instance in history, will resist 
the coming of the colonisers. It is true that these natives 
happen to be black. But that does not alter the essential fact. If 
it is immoral to colonise a country against the will of its native 
population, the same morality must apply equally to the black 


‘man as to the white. Of course, the blackman may not be 


sufficiently advanced to think of sending delegations to 
London, but he will soon find some kindhearted white friends, 
who will instruct him. Though should these natives even prove 
utterly helpless, like children, the matter would only become 
worse. Then if colonisation is invasion and robbery, the 
greatest crime of all would be to rob helpless children. 
Consequently, colonisation in Uganda is also immoral, and 
colonisation in any other place in the world, whatever it may 
be called, is immoral. There are no more uninhabited islands 
in the world. In every oasis there is a native population settled 
from times immemorial, who will not tolerate an immigrant 
‘Majority or an invasion of outsiders. So that if there is any 
landless people in the world, even its dream of a national home 
must be an immoral dream. . Those who are landless must 
remain landless to all eternity. The whole earth has been 


allocated. Basta: Morality has said so: 


‘There can be no voluntary agreement between ourselves and 
the Palestine Arabs. Not now, nor in the prospective future. ... 
it is utterly impossible to obtain the voluntary consent of the 
Palestine Arabs for converting Palestine from an Arab country 


into a country with a Jewish majority. 


There is no choice: the Arabs must make room for the Jews in 
Eretz Israel. If it was possible to transfer the Baltic peoples, it 
is also possible to move the Palestinian Arabs (to Iraq and 


Saudi Arabia). 


There is no justice, no law, no God in heaven; only a single law 
which decides and supersedes all: [Jewish] settlement [of the 


land]. 


There is only one thing the Zionists want, and it is that one 
thing that the Arabs do not want, for that is the way by which 
the Jews would gradually become the majority, and then a 
Jewish Government would follow automatically, and the future 
lof the Arab minority would depend on the goodwill of the Jews; 
and a minority status is not a good thing, as the Jews 
themselves are never tired of pointing out. So there is no 
‘misunderstanding. The Zionists want only one thing, Jewish 
immigration; and this Jewish immigration is what the Arabs do 


not want. 


This is equally true of the Arabs. Our Peace-mongers are 
trying to persuade us that the Arabs are either fools, whom we 
can deceive by masking our real aims, or that they are corrupt 
and can be bribed to abandon to us their claim to priority in 


Palestine , in return for cultural and economic advantages. I 


repudiate this conception of the Palestinian Arabs. Culturally 
they are five hundred years behind us, they have neither our 
endurance nor our determination; but they are just as good 
psychologists as we are, and their minds have been sharpened 
like ours by centuries of fine-spun logomachy. We may tell 
them whatever we like about the innocence of our aims, 
watering them down and sweetening them with honeyed 
words to make them palatable, but they know what we want, 
as well as we know what they do not want. They feel at least 
ithe same instinctive jealous love of Palestine, as the old Aztecs 


felt for ancient Mexico, and the Sioux for their rolling Prairies 


We cannot offer any adequate compensation to the Palestinian 


Arabs in return for Palestine. And therefore, there is no 


likelihood of any voluntary agreement being reached. 


We may tell them whatever we like about the innocence of our 
aims, watering them down and sweetening them with honeyed 
words to make them palatable, but they know what we want, 
as well as we know what they do not want. They feel at least 
the same instinctive jealous love of Palestine, as the old Aztecs 
felt for ancient Mexico , and their Sioux for their rolling 
Prairies. To imagine, as our Arabophiles do, that they will 
voluntarily consent to the realisation of Zionism. In return for 
the moral and material conveniences which the Jewish colonist 
brings with him, is a childish notion, which has at bottom a 
kind of contempt for the Arab people; it means that they 
despise the Arab race, which they regard as a corrupt mob 
that can be bought and sold, and are willing to give up their 


fatherland for a good railway system. 
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Yet if homeless Jewry demands Palestine for itself it is immoral 


because it does not suit the native population. Such morality 


‘may be accepted among cannibals, but not in a civilised world. 
The soil does not belong to those who possess land in excess 
but to those who do not possess any. It is an act of simple 

| justice to alienate part of their land from those nations who 
are numbered among the great landowners of the world, in 
order to provide a place of refuge for a homeless, wandering 
people. And if such a big landowning nation resists which is 
perfectly natural - it must be made to comply by compulsion. 
Justice that is enforced does not cease to be justice. This is the 


only Arab policy that we shall find possible. As for an 


agreement, we shall have time to discuss that later. 


Zionism is a colonizing adventure and, therefore, it stands or 


falls on the question of armed forces. 


Zionist colonization must either be terminated or carried out 
against the wishes of the native population. This colonization 
can, therefore, be continued and make progress only under the 
protection of a power independent of the native population -an 
iron wall, which will be in a position to resist the pressure to 


the native population. This is our policy towards the Arabs. 
Zionist colonization, even the most restricted, must either be 
terminated or carried out in defiance of the will of the native 
population. 
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Zionist colonisation must either stop, or else proceed 


regardless of the native population. Which means that it can 
proceed and develop only under the protection of a power that 
is independent of the native population - behind an iron wall, 
which the native population cannot breach. That is our Arab 
policy; not what we should be, but what it actually is, whether 
we admit it or not. What need, otherwise, of the Balfour 
Declaration? Or of the Mandate? Their value to us is that 
outside Power has undertaken to create in the country such 
conditions of administration and security that if the native 
population should desire to hinder our work, they will find it 
impossible. And we are all of us ,without any exception, 


demanding day after day that this outside Power, should carry 
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out this task vigorously and with determination. 


